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enough to get one—but it will not pay
for more than 36 months of immuno-
suppressive drug coverage. This is in-
credibly expensive for the Medicare
system, but think of the toll on the
lives of kidney patients and their fami-
lies.

So the bill before us today will ad-
dress the immunosuppressive drug
issue directly by requiring Medicare to
cover these drugs past 36 months for
kidney patients who do not obtain
other health coverage.

Look, a kidney transplant is a gift
from one human to another. From the
government’s perspective, the trans-
action is an investment that allows the
government to make that investment
into a patient’s future, and this policy
allows us to protect that investment,
so it is a policy that is good for the pa-
tient, to be sure. As a side benefit, it is
a benefit to the taxpayer.

Madam Speaker, both the CMS Office
of the Actuary and the Office of the As-
sistant Secretary for Planning and
Evaluation at HHS have published re-
ports on the benefits of extending
Medicare coverage of immuno-
suppressive drugs, which include finan-
cial savings for the Medicare program.

So after years, literally a decade, of
wrestling with the policy, a light fi-
nally shone over the Congressional
Budget Office and they confirmed what
others have known all along, that this
delivers savings to Medicare. The pol-
icy also aligns and builds on what the
Trump administration has done with
the kidney health initiatives, including
the Advancing American Kidney
Health executive order, which the
President signed in July of 2019.

So this immunosuppressive drug pol-
icy has support from everyone—from
the patients, to transplant surgeons, to
patients’ families, and it is something
behind which the kidney coalition has
coalesced for years. We would not be
here today if it were not for the tire-
less work of that community and other
COSPONSOrs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mrs. WALORSKI. Madam Speaker, 1
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
thank all of the many people, including
the staffers on both of our committees,
who have worked over the past decade,
they have tuned and fine-tuned this
policy to get it where it is today.

O 1600

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mrs. WALORSKI. Madam Speaker, 1
have no other speakers, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, before 1 close,
throughout the day, I am sure people
observing have viewed us taking off
and putting on our masks, et cetera. I
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would like to acknowledge a very spe-
cial person from Mayberry Village in
East Hartford, Connecticut, who made
this mask and several like these and
has distributed them out of the kind-
ness of her heart and concern and care.
Her name is Margaret Grady Ramsey
from Mayberry Village in East Hart-
ford, Connecticut. I thank Peg for all
her hard work.

Madam Speaker, in closing, I know
that Dr. RUIz has worked tirelessly on
the BENES Act for many years. I
thank him for his efforts. I also thank
the Medicare beneficiary advocates, in-
cluding the Medicare Rights Center
and the Center for Medicare Advocacy,
for their tireless work and support to
find a solution to this longstanding
problem.

The gentlewoman from Indiana has
also played a key role in this as well,
and I want to make sure we acknowl-
edge her as well.

H.R. 2477, the BENES Act, provides
significant long-term improvements to
Medicare for millions of beneficiaries. I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mrs. WALORSKI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, as more and more
Americans reach Medicare age, we need
to simplify the part B enrollment proc-
ess and improve education and out-
reach to seniors. The commonsense re-
forms in this bipartisan BENES Act
will protect seniors from unnecessary
late enrollment penalties, gaps in cov-
erage, and unexpected healthcare bills.

I urge my colleagues to support this
vital piece of legislation that will sim-
plify complicated Medicare enrollment
rules.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
LARSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2477, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
PROMOTING ALZHEIMER’S AWARE-
NESS TO PREVENT ELDER
ABUSE ACT

Ms. BASS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 3703) to
amend the Elder Abuse Prevention and
Prosecution Act to improve the preven-
tion of elder abuse and exploitation of
individuals with Alzheimer’s disease
and related dementias, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?
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There was no objection.
The text of the bill is as follows:
S. 3703

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Promoting
Alzheimer’s Awareness to Prevent Elder
Abuse Act”.

SEC. 2. ADDRESSING ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE IN
BEST PRACTICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(b) of the
Elder Abuse Prevention and Prosecution Act
(34 U.S.C. 21711(b)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B),
and (C) of paragraph (2) as clauses (i), (ii),
and (iii), respectively, and adjusting the
margin accordingly;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respec-
tively, and adjusting the margin accord-
ingly;

(3) by striking ‘‘Not later than’ and insert-
ing the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than’’;

(4) in paragraph (1)(B), as so redesignated—

(A) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘, including
witnesses who have Alzheimer’s disease and
related dementias’” after ‘‘other legal
issues’’; and

(B) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘elder abuse
cases,” and inserting ‘‘elder abuse cases (in-
cluding victims and witnesses who have Alz-
heimer’s disease and related dementias),”;
and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(2) TRAINING MATERIALS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In creating or compiling
replication guides and training materials
under paragraph (1)(B), the Elder Justice Co-
ordinator shall consult with the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, State, local,
and Tribal adult protective services, aging,
social, and human services agencies, Federal,
State, local, and Tribal law enforcement
agencies, and nationally recognized non-
profit associations with relevant expertise,
as appropriate.

‘‘(B) UPDATING.—The Elder Justice Coordi-
nator shall—

‘(i) review the best practices identified
and replication guides and training mate-
rials created or compiled under paragraph
(1)(B) to determine if the replication guides
or training materials require updating; and

‘“(ii) perform any necessary updating of the
replication guides or training materials.”.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall—

(1) take effect on the date of enactment of
this Act; and

(2) apply on and after the date that is 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act.
SEC. 3. REPORT ON OUTREACH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(c)(2) of the
Elder Abuse Prevention and Prosecution Act
(34 U.S.C. 21711(c)(2)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A)
through (D) as clauses (i) through (iv), re-
spectively, and adjusting the margin accord-
ingly;

(2) by striking ‘‘a report detailing’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘a report—

‘“(A) detailing’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) with respect to the report by the At-
torney General, including a link to the pub-
licly available best practices identified under
subsection (b)(1)(B) and the replication
guides and training materials created or
compiled under such subsection.”’.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
the report under section 101(c)(2) of the Elder
Abuse Prevention and Prosecution Act (34
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U.S.C. 21711(c)(2)) submitted during the sec-
ond year beginning after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and each year thereafter.

The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time,
and passed, and a motion to reconsider
was laid on the table.

————

ARPITA KURDEKAR, GIRISH
KURDEKAR, AND VANDANA
KURDEKAR
Ms. BASS. Madam Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 631) for
the relief of Arpita Kurdekar, Girish
Kurdekar, and Vandana Kurdekar, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 631

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR

ARPITA KURDEKAR, GIRISH
KURDEKAR, AND VANDANA
KURDEKAR.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar shall each be eligible for issuance
of an immigrant visa or for adjustment of
status to that of an alien lawfully admitted
for permanent residence upon filing an appli-
cation for issuance of an immigrant visa
under section 204 of such Act or for adjust-
ment of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, or Vandana
Kurdekar enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c), he
or she shall be considered to have entered
and remained lawfully and shall, if otherwise
eligible, be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act as of the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(¢c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 3, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal year,
the total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
the aliens’ birth under section 203(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act or, if appli-
cable, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the aliens’ birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Arpita Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and
Vandana Kurdekar shall not, by virtue of
such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.
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AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE
OFFERED BY MS. BASS
Ms. BASS. Madam Speaker, I have an
amendment at the desk.
The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Strike all that follows after the enacting
clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR

The

ARPITA KURDEKAR, GIRISH
KURDEKAR, AND VANDANA
KURDEKAR.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act, Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar shall each be eligible for issuance
of an immigrant visa or for adjustment of
status to that of an alien lawfully admitted
for permanent residence upon filing an appli-
cation for issuance of an immigrant visa
under section 204 of such Act or for adjust-
ment of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, or Vandana
Kurdekar enters the United States before the
filing deadline specified in subsection (c), he
or she shall be considered to have entered
and remained lawfully and shall, if otherwise
eligible, be eligible for adjustment of status
under section 245 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act as of the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(c) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAY-
MENT OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall
apply only if the application for issuance of
an immigrant visa or the application for ad-
justment of status is filed with appropriate
fees within 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BER.—Upon the granting of an immigrant
visa or permanent residence to Arpita
Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and Vandana
Kurdekar, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by 3, dur-
ing the current or next following fiscal year,
the total number of immigrant visas that are
made available to natives of the country of
the aliens’ birth under section 203(a) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act or, if appli-
cable, the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of the aliens’ birth under section
202(e) of such Act.

(e) DENIAL OF PREFERENTIAL IMMIGRATION
TREATMENT FOR CERTAIN RELATIVES.—The
natural parents, brothers, and sisters of
Arpita Kurdekar, Girish Kurdekar, and
Vandana Kurdekar shall not, by virtue of
such relationship, be accorded any right,
privilege, or status under the Immigration
and Nationality Act.
SEC. 2. DETERMINATION

FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘“‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

Ms. BASS (during the reading).
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with the reading of the
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The amendment in the nature of a
substitute was agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

———

MARIA ISABEL BUESO BARRERA,
ALBERTO BUESO MENDOZA,
KARLA MARIA BARRERA DE
BUESO, AND ANA LUCIA BUESO
BARRERA

Ms. BASS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4225) for
the vrelief of Maria Isabel Bueso
Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, Karla
Maria Barrera De Bueso, and Ana
Lucia Bueso Barrera, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4225

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
MARIA ISABEL BUESO BARRERA,
ALBERTO BUESO MENDOZA, AND
KARLA MARIA BARRERA DE BUESO.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, Maria Isabel Bueso
Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and Karla
Maria Barrera De Bueso shall each be eligible
for issuance of an immigrant visa or for adjust-
ment of status to that of an alien lawfully ad-
mitted for permanent residence upon filing an
application for issuance of an immigrant visa
under section 204 of such Act or for adjustment
of status to lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Maria Isabel
Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso Mendoza, or
Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso enters the
United States before the filing deadline specified
in subsection (d), he or she shall be considered
to have entered and remained lawfully and
shall, if otherwise eligible, be eligible for adjust-
ment of status under section 245 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act as of the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(c) WAIVER OF GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL OR DE-
NIAL OF ADMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sections
212(a) and 237(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, Maria Isabel Bueso Barrera,
Alberto Bueso Mendoza, and Karla Maria
Barrera De Bueso may not be removed from the
United States, denied admission to the United
States, or considered ineligible for lawful perma-
nent residence in the United States by reason of
any ground for removal or denial of admission
that is reflected in the records of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security or the Visa Office of
the Department of State on the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(2) RESCISSION OF OUTSTANDING ORDER OF RE-
MOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Security
shall rescind any outstanding order of removal
or deportation, or any finding of inadmissibility
or deportability, that has been entered against
Maria Isabel Bueso Barrera, Alberto Bueso
Mendoza, or Karla Maria Barrera De Bueso by
reason of any ground described in paragraph
(1).
(d) DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION AND PAYMENT
OF FEES.—Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply
only if the application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa or the application for adjustment of
status is filed with appropriate fees within 2
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act.
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